Introduction
In 2012, Governments and people from across the globe reconvened in Rio de Janeiro for the UN Conference on Sustainable Development (UNCSD), 1 twenty years after the landmark UN Conference on the Environment and Development (UNCED). 2 This conference was part of a long political process to refine and implement the concept of sustainable development, so as to achieve the interrelated policy aims of environmental sustainability and socio-economic development. At the UNCSD, Governments met with one main objective: to secure renewed political commitment for sustainable development. 3 In order to achieve this, Governments agreed to discuss three thematic areas in the context of sustainable development and poverty eradication. Two of these themes considered the green economy in the context of the latter and an institutional framework for sustainable development. 4 The Conference resulted in a political Outcome Document, entitled the 'The Future We Want' 5 which compiled the views, aspirations and objectives of Governments to achieve sustainable development.
This chapter will examine the Outcome Document and its incorporation of the green economy. This is because the preparatory process for the UNCSD, the conference itself and the resulting Outcome Document have received mixed reactions, particularly from civil society activists such as ecofeminists and women's NGOs with a focus on environment/development associations. By examining the Outcome Document, I will explain the extent to which this text and the incorporated aims, affirmations and objectives may have moved the concept of * The author wishes to express her greatest thanks to the editors, anonymous reviewers and fellow conference participants for their insightful suggestions in the numerous revisions of this chapter. The author also acknowledges the AHRC PhD Studentship and travel grant from the University of Sheffield which has made this contribution possible. equality. 10 During the preparatory process, they raised concerns over the inclusion of gender equality in the Outcome Document. In particular, these involved the notion of 'green growth' and the continued affirmation of the dominant growth paradigm. 11 They were apprehensive that without undertaking a significant paradigm change, gender equality may not be achieved. 12 The
Indigenous Peoples Major Group (IPMG) shared this sentiment and both groups consistently emphasised the importance of Major Group participation in the preparatory process to ensure that sufficient safeguards for women and other marginalised groups were enshrined in the final Outcome Document. 13 The continued involvement of the IPMG and WMG enabled traditionally excluded voices to be heard in the international sphere during the preparatory stages of the UNCSD.
However, civil society responses to the finalised outcome document were largely negative.
Many groups suggested that the future included in the Outcome Document was not one that anyone wanted. 14 The WMG and IPMG argued that it maintained a damaging, unequal and inequitable social paradigm that incorporated dominant ideological assumptions that 'economic growth' was the way to achieve gender equality and environmental sustainability. 15 incorporates the dominant social paradigm by maintaining a belief that 'growth' is fundamental for economic well-being.
The United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) advocates increasing technological transfer of renewable energies as part of its green economy initiative. 24 Referring to green economy success stories, UNEP cites public/private cooperation, and technology transfers to increase the new installations of wind turbines as part of a move to 'low-carbon growth'
strategies. 25 Inherent in this, is the assumption that such strategies support social and economic development at the national level by investing in large scale renewable energy projects. 26 Not only does the green economy commoditise the environment, it also perpetuates the belief that technology will solve society's problems. 27 Therefore, the green economy may incorporate assumptions inherent in the dominant social paradigm which may inform the way in which it responds to issues such as gender equality.
Ecofeminism: a social movement and theoretical framework
Both sustainable development and the green economy aim to achieve gender equality by empowering women to participate actively in all areas of public life. 28 However, ecofeminists have criticised the assumptions inherent in this justification because they aim to assimilate Sustainable Development Outcome Document' in K Rubenstein and KG Young (eds), The Public Law of Gender: From the Local to the Global (Cambridge University Press 2016 These are by definition opposite to nature, and those characteristics associated with nature, such as nature, female, body and reproduction. 44 This logical structure privileges those entities that contain the qualities of the valued side of the dualism while serving to diminish those who are associated with the qualities of the devalued side. From these hierarchical dualisms, the logical structure of dualism maintains a separation between 'self' and other through a number of linking postulates that maintain and reinforce the distinction and separation of the Other from the self. 45 These critiques are particularly useful when examining the integration of gender equality in the discourse of sustainable development and the 'green economy.'
Drawing on these critiques, some ecofeminists examine how Western rationalist ideology has informed social systems, such as the market economy and its effect on women and nonhuman nature. 46 They argue that the current economic system is gendered and prioritises a model that is disembodied, decontextualized and therefore is unable to represent the 'reality of most women's lives.' 47 They state that Western rationalist ideology separates activities defined as 'economic' from those that are non-economic and this separation occurs along gendered lines. Ecofeminism can also offer a critique of the concept of 'gender equality' as promoted through sustainable development. Many assume that incorporating gender equality into sustainable development means that women (and marginalised 'others') can contribute to the global 43 Gender Equality and Sustainable Development
Ecofeminists are concerned that sustainable development continues to integrate androcentric assumptions based in logical structures that privilege the Western, rationalist model that separates humanity from nonhuman nature. 57 They maintain that the model contained in the concept of sustainable development is founded on the assumption of humanity's domination of nature and legitimates the 'sustainable' exploitation of the environment. 58 This assumption may have a negative impact on women's material security because they often have lower economic advantage and political power. 59 In addition, sustainable development places a 'disproportionate responsibility for safeguarding the planet' 60 onto women under the assumption that they would want to be integrated into a 'patriarchal Western model of development.' 61 Bearing this in mind, the following discussion will examine the preparations for the UNCSD and the extent to which the WMG and UN-Women were able to contribute to this process.
Women's participation in the preparatory process
As noted above, Governments and stakeholders, including the Major Groups, contributed to the preparatory process has enabled the participation and involvement of traditionally marginalised groups, and indicate that the criticisms of earlier conferences have been acknowledged.
The Major Groups and wider civil society were able to contribute to the first compilation of the 'Zero Draft'. 65 They could also participate during the informal and intercessional consultations. 66 During these consultations, they were able to reiterate their concerns over the green economy and the continued affirmation of the privatisation and commodification of nature, social inequality and the use of structural adjustment policies. 67 They argued that the integration of neo-liberal development subordinated women and nonhuman nature at the expense of sustainable and equal living. Therefore, they called for the Outcome Document to recognise the need for a major paradigm shift. 
Gender Equality incorporated in the Outcome Document
The Outcome Document makes numerous references to gender equality in the context of the green economy 70 and sustainable development. 71 In the following discussion, I will examine Sustainable Development Outcome Document' in K Rubenstein and KG Young (eds), The Public Law of Gender: From the Local to the Global (Cambridge University Press 2016). DOI: https://doi.org/10.1017/cbo9781316481493.024 their sexuality.' 82 It calls for the 'full and effective implementation' of various international commitments concerning reproductive health and for universal access to reproductive health to be integrated into national programmes. 83 These examples suggest that the Document has acknowledged some of the barriers to gender equality in the context of attaining sustainable development.
The Outcome Document recognises that barriers to women's empowerment occur through limited access to decision-making and participation in policy development. It notes the disproportionate impact on women by ecosystem degradation. It affirms that reproductive health and universal access to health care are integral for the achievement of sustainable development. These paragraphs have been applauded as 'small steps forward' by the WMG. 84 However, an ecofeminist analysis of these examples suggests that the Outcome Document assimilates women (and other marginalised groups) into the dominant project of sustainable development, rather than engaging with the underlying causes of gender inequality. The examples discussed above demonstrate an approach that addresses inequalities through existing governance structures and by including provisions relating to women. 85 This is seen in the Outcome Document's commitment to including women in established governance structures and promoting their participation in policy development and decision-making for sustainable development.
In this liberal approach, the rationalist model conceptualises the human as 'exclusive of nature'
and by extension includes assumptions of 'gender supremacy… class, race and species supremacy.' 86 Therefore, the focus on technological 'improvements' and in educating women and other 'Others' in the use of such technology for agricultural productivity may be read as an example of an androcentric vision of sustainable development which considers nature and women as 'other' and in need of assimilating into a male-oriented and defined concept of development. 87 This, according to ecofeminists and some participants at the UNCSD, means that the concept of sustainable development does not challenge the assumptions of the dominant social paradigm focusing on economic growth and productivity. 88 The green economy and Gender Equality
Resolution 64/236 decided that the Conference and preparatory process should 'ensure the balanced integration' 89 of the three pillars of sustainable development: economic development, environmental protection and social development because they are 'interdependent and mutually reinforcing components of sustainable development.' 90 However, a significant portion of the preparatory process focussed on the green economy and how it may support or detract from sustainable development goals. In the following discussion I will examine the integration of gender quality in the green economy and the extent to which it moves beyond the dominant social paradigm, if at all.
The green economy in the preparatory process
From the start of the UNCSD preparations, it was clear there was no consensus over the concept of a 'green economy.' 91 During the first preparatory meeting, it was agreed that the concept should be 'understood in the context of sustainable development and consistent with the Rio principles.' 92 However, a significant proportion of delegates and wider civil society were concerned that the concept would detract from the interrelated nature of sustainable development and risked monetising the natural environment through the concept of 'ecosystem services.' 93 These also relate to the predominately economic, techno-centric approaches integrated within the green economy and the extent to which the concept acknowledges nonmonetary contributions by women.
